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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

ORLANDODIVISIONulS J'JL 24 Pilo lZ 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Plaintiff, 

V. Case No. 6:19-cv-' 

$392,805 IN U.S. CURRENCY 
Defendant. 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR FORFEITURE IN REM 

at 

In accordance with Rule G(2) of the Supplemental Rules for Admiralty or 
Maritime Claims and Asset Forfeiture Actions, Plaintiff the United States of 
America brings this complaint and alleges upon information and belief as follows: 

NATURE OF THE ACTION 

1. This is a civil action in rem to forfeit to the United States of America, 
pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 981(a)(1)(C) and Rule G(2), $392,805 (Defendant Funds) on 
the grounds that the funds represent property which constitutes or is derived from 
proceeds traceable to a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343, or a conspiracy to commit such 
an offense. The Defendant Funds are thus property constituting or derived from 
proceeds traceable to a violation of an offense constituting “specified unlawful 
activity” (as defined in section 1956(c)(7) of Title 18) and subject to civil forfeiture to 
the United States pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 981(a)(1)(C). 
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

2. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over an action commenced by 
the United States by virtue of 28 U.S.C. § 1345, and over an action for forfeiture by 
virtue of 28 U.S.C. § 1355. 

3. This Court has in rem jurisdiction over the Defendant Funds pursuant to 
28 U.S.C. § 1355(b)(1)(B), because venue properly lies in the Middle District of 
Florida pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1395. 

4. Venue is proper in the United States District Court for the Middle 
District of Florida, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1395(b), because the Defendant Funds 
were found and seized in this district. 

5. Because the Defendant Funds are in the government’s possession, 
custody, and control, the United States requests that the Clerk of Court issue an 
arrest warrant in rem, upon the filing of the complaint, pursuant to Supplemental 
Rule G(3)(b)(l). The United States will then execute the warrant on the property 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1355(d) and Supplemental Rule G(3)(c). 

THE DEFENDANT IN REM 

6. The Defendant Funds consist of $392,805, which were voluntarily 
surrendered by Dr. Robert W. Kurrle to the to the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
on or about July 18, 2019, pursuant to the terms of Kurrle’s plea agreement with the 
United States. As discussed more fully below, on or about May 28, 2019, Kurrle 
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pled guilty to three counts of making materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent 
statements or representations related to a scheme to defraud the Federal Aviation 
Administration, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1001. See United States v. Robert Kurrle, 
Case No. 6:19-cr-127-ORL-31-LRH, Docs. 3 & 11. 

7. As set as set forth in Supplemental Rule G(3)(b)(i), the Clerk of Court 
must issue a warrant to arrest the Defendant Funds if they are in the government’s 
possession, custody, or control. 

BASIS FOR FORFEITURE 

8. Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 1343, it is a crime to engage in wire fraud. 

That statute makes it unlawful to “devise[]... any scheme or artifice to defraud,” or 
to “obtain[] money ... by means of false or fraudulent pretenses, representations, or 
promises,” if the person “transmits or causes to be transmitted by means of wire ... 
communication in interstate or foreign commerce any writings ... for the purpose of 
executing such scheme or artifice.” Id, 

9. The Defendant Funds are proceeds of a wire fraud scheme that 
operated in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343, as set forth further herein. Because the 
Defendant Funds represent proceeds of a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343, they are 
subject to forfeiture pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 981(a)(1)(C), which authorizes the 
United States to civilly forfeit any property that constitutes or is derived from 
proceeds traceable to a “specified unlawful activity,” as defined in 18 U.S.C.§ 
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1956(c)(7). “Specified unlawful activity,” is defined in 18 U.S.C. § 1956(c)(7) to 
include offenses listed in 18 U.S.C. § 1961(1), which includes conducting wire fraud 
in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343. 

10. As required by Rule G(2)(f), the facts set forth herein support a 
reasonable belief that the government will be able to meet its burden of proof at trial. 
Specifically, they support a reasonable belief that the government wfil be able to 
show by a preponderance of the evidence that the Defendant Funds are proceeds of 
wire fraud. 

11. Kurrle admitted the following facts in his plea agreement, attached 
hereto as Exhibit A, which support the forfeiture of the Defendant Funds: 

FACTS 

12. Dr. Robert W. Kurrle is a medical doctor who was authorized by the 
Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) to perform medical examinations on 
individuals who were seeking an Airman Medical Certificate. Between on or about 
January 1, 2017 through on or about February 28, 2019, in Port Orange, Florida, 
Kurrle failed to administer the medical examinations according to FAA guidelines 
and issued medical certificates to individuals who did not pass material portions of 
the medical examination. As part of this process, Kurrle electronically transmitted 
to the FAA materially false statements and representations, and the FAA relied upon 
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those false statements and representations in assessing whether the subject 
individuals could lawfully operate aircraft. 

13. Pursuant to an investigation by the Department of Transportation’s 
Office of Inspector General and the Federal Bureau of Investigation, undercover 
agents underwent medical examinations administered by Kurrle on August 28, 2018, 
November 20, 2018, and November 27, 2018. 

14. During all three examinations, Kurrle failed to perform the following 
examination requirements, among other things, each of which is material to the 
FAA: 

• Kurrle did not measure each applicant’s height. 

• Kurrle did not perform an ophthalmoscopic examination, or test 
ocular motility or pupillary reflexes. 

• Kurrle did not examine the abdomen. 

• Kurrle did not examine the extremities or spine. 

• Kurrle did not ask about body marks, scars, or tattoos. 

• Kurrle did not perform a neurologic, lymphatic, or psychiatric 
screening. 

• Kurrle did not perform near or intermediate vision or field of 
vision testing. He also did not test both eyes together. 

15. During the August 28, 2018, examination, Kurrle failed to perform the 
following examination requirements, among other things, each of which is material 
to the FAA: 
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• Kurrle transmitted to the FAA an examination that included near 
and intermediate vision, but did not perform those tests. 

• Kurrle informed the applicant that he was at risk for sleep apnea 
but failed to ask a detailed history or mark the correct radial for 
sleep apnea risk. 

• The applicant’s EKG revealed a right bundle branch block (a 
conduction abnormality). According to FAA regulations, a 
medical certificate should not be issued to any class if the 
applicant has a new onset bundle branch block. A certificate 
can only be issued once all structural abnormalities and coronary 
artery disease has been ruled out. They require a full 
cardiovascular evaluation and a maximal exercise stress test to 
the FAA’s specifications. Kurrle asked the applicant if he really 
needed a first-class examination and stated that if the applicant 
took a second-class examination, he would not have to report the 
issue to the FAA. Kurrle nevertheless issued the first-class 
certificate and did not note the right bundle branch block. 

16. During the November 20, 2018, examination. Dr. Kurrle failed to 
perform the following examination requirements, among other things, each of which 
is material to the FAA: 

• The examination encompassed only weight, distant vision, color 
vision, cardiac, and an EKG. Kurrle did not conduct any other 
portion of the examination. 

• The applicant’s blood pressure was “up” at 145/88. Kurrle 
transmitted the blood pressure to the FAA as 140/88. 

• Distant vision testing with both the Keystone telebinocular 
device and a wall chart demonstrated that the applicant could not 
read at a 20/20 vision level in either eye. Kurrle informed the 
applicant, “If you tell me you are going to do it. I’ll put you must 
wear corrective lenses on your certificate.” However, according 
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to FAA guidelines, applicants who do not meet the visual 
standards should be referred to a specialist for evaluation, and 
Kurrle should not have issued the certificate without verification 
that the airman’s vision had been corrected to 20/20. 

• The EKG showed three pre-ventricular contractions (“PVCs”). 
The FAA directs that a maximal exercise stress test be conducted 
when two or more PVCs are on a standard EKG. Issuance of a 
first-class certificate should occur only if there is no evidence of 
structural, functional, or coronary heart disease, and the PVCs 
resolve with exercise. Kurrle told the applicant, “If I do a 
second class [certificate], I won’t send the EKG in,” which is 
contrary to the requirement to document all findings. Kurrle 
nevertheless issued the first-class certificate. 

17. During the November 27, 2018, examination. Dr. Kurrle failed to 
perform the following examination requirements, among other things, each of which 
is material to the FAA: 

• The examination encompassed weight, distant vision, phorias, 
color vision, ears, mouth, cardiac, pulmonary, and an EKG. It 
did not include eyes, near vision, abdomen, extremities, or any 
other required testing. 

• The applicant’s distant vision was a “barely pass” according to 
Kurrle, and Kurrle told him that he needed an eye examination. 

• The FAA directs that applicants must correctly identify all six 
presented numbers from Keystone telebinoccular devices to pass 
color vision. Kurrle tested the applicant on only three, and the 
applicant incorrectly identified one of the numbers. Kurrle 
should have either deferred the examination or issued it with a 
“NOT VALID FOR NIGHT FLYING OR BY COLOR 
SIGNAL CONTROL” restriction. Instead, Kurrle issued a 
clear certificate. 
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18. From January 1, 2017, through February 28, 2019, Kurrle performed 
approximately 3,814 medical examinations, and approximately 1,101 of those 
examinations required EKGs. Kurrle charged $120 per examination and $60 per 
EKG. Therefore, Kurrle’s revenue from the period was approximately $523,740. 
During a subsequent interview with agents on or about February 28, 2019, Kurrle 
admitted that approximately 75% of his examinations were not completed in 
accordance with FAA guidelines. Therefore, approximately $392,805.00 was 
improperly obtained. 

19. Asa result of this criminal activity, on July 1, 2019, Kurrle pled guilty 
to three counts of making materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or 
representations to the FAA, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1001. As part of his plea 
agreement, Kurrle agreed to forfeit the $392,805.00 he obtained from his fraud in a 
subsequently filed civil forfeiture action. See attachment A at 4-5. 

20. Based on the foregoing, probable cause exists to believe that the 
Defendant Funds are subject to forfeiture to the United States under 18 U.S.C. § 
981(a)(1)(C) as proceeds of wire fraud in violation of 18 U.S.C.§ 1343. 
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CONCLUSION 


21. As required by Supplemental Rule G(2)(f), the facts set forth herein 
support a reasonable belief that the government will be able to meet its burden of 
proof at trial. 


Dated: July 24, 2019 Respectfully Submitted, 

MARIA CHAPA LOPEZ 
United States Attorney 



Assistant United States Attorney 

Florida Bar No. 0820601 

400 W. Washington Street, Suite 3100 

Orlando, Florida 32801 

(407) 648-7500 - telephone 

(407) 648-7643 - facsimile 

E-mail: nicole.andrejko@usdoj.gov 
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VERIFICATION 


I, Michael T. Bishop, hereby verify and declare under penalty of perjury, 
that I am a Special Agent with the U.S. Department of Transportation’s Office of 
Inspector General, and pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746: (1) I have read the foregoing 
Verified Complaint for Forfeiture in Rem and know the contents thereof; and (2) 
that the matters contained in the Verified Complaint are true to my own 
knowledge and belief 

The sources of my knowledge and information and the grounds of my belief 
are the official files and records of the U.S. Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, as well as my investigation of this case together 
with other law enforcement agents. I hereby verify and declare under penalty of 
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this day of July, 2019. 


MiChLAEL i. BISHUF 



Special Agent 

U.S. Department of Transportation - 
Office of Inspector General 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 
ORLANDO DIVISION 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

V. CASENO.6:19-cr-l‘2n-0l^'3l~LJ^+^ 


ROBERT W. KURRLE 

PTJRA AftREEMRNT 

Pursuant to F^ ^ Crim. P. 11(0), the United States of America^ by 
Maria Chapa Lopez, United States Attorney for the Middle District of 
Florida, and the defendant, ROBERT W. KURRLE, and the attorney for the 
defendant, Michael Salnick, mutually agree as follows: 

A. PartkoJarized Tenns 

1. ComtsEl^uhnRTQ 

The defendant shall enter a plea of guilty to Counts One throu^ 
Three of the Infonnation. Bach of Counts One through Three diaiges the 
defendant with making a materially felse, fictitious, or fiaudulent statement or 
representation, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1001. 

2. Maximum Penalties 

Counts One throu^ Three each cany a maximum sentence of 5 
years of inqaisonment; a maximum fine $250,000, or twice the gross gain 
caused by the offense, or twice the gross loss caused by the offense, whichever 
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isgieater; a maxmiumtennofsupeivised release ofSyeaxs, and a special 
assessment of $100. With respect to certain offenses, the Comt shall order the 
malre restitution to any victlm of the offe&se, and wltiireq>ect to 
other offen se , the Comt may order the defendant to malce restitution to any 
victim of the offenses, or to the community, as set jfexdihdow. 

3. Flemgnts o f thp riffgnsea 

The HfjfrnifaTit acknowledges understandmg the nature and 
oipmpnta of the offcDses With vduch defendant has been chajged and to which 
A^^Astnt ig pW/ting giiHty The elements of Counts One thiough 

First: The Defendant made the statement, as charged; 

Second: The statement was false; 

The felsity concerned a material matter 

Fonitii : The Defendant acted willfully, knowing that the 

statement was false; and 

• Fifth: Thefelsestatementwasxnadeoriisedforamatter 

within the juiisdictm of a dqpartmeot or agency of 
the United States. 

4. Tndigfanent Waiver 

Defendant will waive the xi^t to be charged by way of 
indictment before a federal grand jury. 


Defendant’s Tniriais jU<- 
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5. NoFiirtfaerChaig^ 

jf ttig Court accqrts this plea agreement, the United States 
Attorney's Office for the Middle District of Florida agrees not to chaige 

with committing any other federal criminal offinses that are known 
to the United States Attorney's Office at the tixiie of the execution of this 
fl gtw^nrK^t^ related to the conduct giving rise to tibds plea agreement. 

6. fiMidglmes 

Pursuant to Fed. R. Grim. P. ll(cXlXB), the United States will 
recommend to the Court diat the defendant be sentencedwithinthe 
defendant’s aj^licable gitiHglwieg range as determined by die Court pursuant 
to the United States Seatendng Guidelines, as a^ustedhy any d^arture the 
United States has agreed to recommend in diis plea agreement. The parties 
understand that such a lyromtufudatinfri i$ not binding on the Court and that, 
if it is not acoqjtedby this Court, neither the United States nor die defendant 
win be allowed to withdraw from the plea agreement, and die defendant will 
not be allowed to withdraw from the plea of guilty. 
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7. LoadBad 

Atthetimeofsente&diig, axid in the eveattibat no adverse 
information is received suggesting such a recommendation to be unwarranted, 
the United States wQl recommend to the Court that the defendant receive a 
at die low end of the applicable guideline range, as calculated by the 
Court. The understands diat this recommendation or request is not 

binding on the Court, and if not accepted by the Court, the defendant will not 
be allowed to withdraw from the plea. 

8. Forfeitoie ofAssets, 

There is no ctirmnal forfeit^ in this case. The defendant, 
however, agrees within 30 days of his change of plea he aring , he will 

present to the United States Attorney’s OfiSce an official bank check, or 
cashier’s chaplc horn an attorney trust account, in the amount of $392,805.00 
madg payable to the United States Marshals Service. He further agrees that, 
pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 981(aXlXQ* ^ $392,805.00 is subject to forfeiture 
to the United States as proceeds of wire fraud, whidi the defen d a nt admits he 
obtained as a result of his fraudulent scheme. The defendant admits and 
agrees that the conduct described in the Factual Basis bdow provides a 
sufficient fectual and statutory basis for the forfeiture of die $392,805.00. 


Defendant’s Initials — 
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The further expressly consents to the dvil finfeitaie of 

the $392,805.00 and waives his right to notice of the commencement of any 
civil finfettme proceeding against the funds. To the extent ne c es s a r y, he also 
agrees to sign any additional documents necessary for the United States to 
complete a civil forfeiture of the funds, incJiirfing bfut not limited to a consent 
toforfeituie. 

Forfeiture of the $392,805.00 shall not be treated as sadsfection 
of any fine, restitution, cost of imprisonment, or any other penalty the Court 
may intpose upon the dgfiwdant in addition to forfeiture. 

The Hffendant agrees that, in the event the Court determines that 
the defendant hais breached this section of the Flea Agreement, die d e fend a n t 
may be found inelig ible for a reduction in the Guidelines calculation for 
accqrtanoe of re^nslbility and substantial assistance, and may be eligible for 
an obstruction of justice enhancement. 

The defendant agrees that die fotfeituie provisions of this plea 
agfeement are intended to, and will, survive the defendant, notwithstanding 
the abatement of any undedying criminal conviction after the execution of this 
agreement Theforfdtsfeility.ofariypatticularproper^pursoanttolhis 
agreement shall be determined as if the defendant had survived, and that 
determination shall be binding iqmn defendant’s heirs, successors and assigns 
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until the agreed fi>ifeiture« induding the forfeituie of any ^stitute assets, is 
final. 

B. Staadagd XteCTM and ContiH tloPS 

1. Bjeaitufian, S pMiai Asse ssment and Pine 

The defendant undetsfands and agrees that the Couit, in addition 
to or in lieu of anv other penalty, shall order the defendant to make lestitotion 
to any victim of the offenses, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3663A, for all offenses 
described in 18 U.S.C. § 3663A(cXl); and the Court may order the defendant 
to make restitution to any victim of the offenses, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3663, 
induding restitution as to all counts charged, whether or not the defendant 
enters a plea of guilty to sudi counts, and whether or not such counts axe 
dismissed pursuant to this agreement In accordance with 18 U.S.C. § 
3663(aX3), the defendant spedficaily agrees to pay $48,818.45 in restitatlon to 
the FAA, who incuned a pecuniary loss in that amfmnt as described bdow. 
The defendant fiiither understands fiiat compliance with any restitution 
payment plan imposedbyfixeCouitinnows^prKludesIheUmtedStates 
£com simultaneoudy pursuing other statutsozy remedies for collecting 
restitution (28 U.S.C. § 3003(bX2)), fariiiHiTyg jjnjt not limited to, gamkhTneni- 
and execution, pursuant to the Mandatory Vic tims Restitution Act, in order to 

ensure that the defendant’s restitution obligation is satisfied. 
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Qn each count to a plea of guflty is entered, the Court 

gfiaii imj pfMM a special assessment pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3013- To ensure 
rtiat this obligatioa is satisfied, the Defendant agrees to deliver a check or 
money order to the Cetk of the Court it the amount of $100, payable to 
"Clerk, U.S. District Court” within ten days of the change of plea hearing. 

The defeiidant imdeistands that this agreement izxqposes no limitation as to 

fine. 

2- Supervised Rdtease 

The defendaiit imderstands that the offenses to which the 

I 

is provide for imposition of a term of siqxavised rdease 

Ti pon release fiom iminisonmeDt, and that, if the defen dant diould violate the 
conditions (^release, the defendant would be subject to a further term of 
imprisonment. 

3. TniTnigrario n Conse<P»n iffgS Of 

The defendant has been advised and understands that, upon 

conviction, a who is not a United States dlizen may be removed 

from the United States, denied cidzensh4>t and denied admission to the 
United States in the future. 
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4. 

Hie United States xeserves its rig^t and obligation to report to tbe 
Court and die United States Probation Office all information concerning the 
badcgroond, character, and conduct of the defendant, to provide relevant 

tnfrirmarin n, inriivttng die totality of die defendants critninal activities, 
if any, not to the count(s) to whkh defendant pleads, to reqiond to 

rriTTitYi^fic ftittdp by die or defendants counsel, and to correct any 

fwigjat-atAffientg Ar tnaggmragies. The United States fordier reserves its right to 
make any it deems £^pro|ujate regarding die disposition of 

rhig case, sublet to any limitations set fordi herein, if any. 

5. PinaiicialDisdosur^ 

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3^4(dX3) and Fed. R. Crira. P. 
32(dX2XAXid> the defendant agrees to complete and submit to the United 
States Attorney's Office within 30 days of execution of this agreement an 
affidav it- T gflgffrii^ diA defepdimf ^s finapctal condhitm. The defendant 
pixmiises that his fiiiandal staternerd and disclosures will be complete, 
accurate and truthful and will indude all assets in which he has any interest or 

over which the defendant exercises control, dizecdy or indirecdy, in clu d ing 
thoseheldby a spouse, dqiendent, nominee or other third party. The 
defendant further agrees to execute any documents requested by die United 
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States to obtain ficom any tiuid parties any records of assets owned by 

die dflfipndant, directly or dirou^ a noininee, and, by die execution of diis 
Flea Agreement, consents to the release of the defendant's tax retains for the 
pievious five years. The shnilarly agrees and authorizes the United 

States Axtorasy^s Office to provide to, and obtain fiom, the United States 
Probation Office, the affidavit, any of die defendants federal, state, 

and local tax returns, bank records and any other fina-nHal infonnadon 
concerning the defendant, for the purpc^ of malring any lecominendations to 
the Court and for coUecthig any assessments, fines, restitution, or foifeituie 
ordered by the Court The defendant esQiressly authoiizes the United States 
Attorney's Office to obtain cunent credit rqKnts in order to evaluate the 
defendant's ability to satisfy any financial obligation imposed by die Court. 

6. Seitttencmg RprnimTnendations 

h is understood by the parties diat the Court is neither apaity to 
nor bound by this agreement The Couit may accept or r^ect the agreement, 
or defer a decision until it has had an opportunity to consider the presentence 
report prqmzed by the United States Probation Office. Thedefendant 
understands and acknowledges that, although the parties are permitted to 
make recozomendations and present arguments to the Court, the sentence will 
be determined solely by the Court, with the assistance of the United States 
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Probatkm Office. Attn- fimher understands and acknowledges that any 

discussions between defendant or defendant's attorney and the attorney or 
other for the government regaxding any recommendations by the 
government are not biTi<iwig on tbe Court and that, should any 

recommendations be rejected, defendant unll not be permitted to undidraw 

defendant's plea pursuant to this plea agreement. The government expressly 
reserves the right to support defend any decision that tihe Court may ma ke 
with regard to the defendants sentence, whedier or not sudi decision is 
consistent with the government's recommendations contained herein. 

7. Dgfendanfs Waiver ofJRhdrt to App eal the Sentence 

The defendant agrees ffiat diis Court has jurisdiction and 
authority to impose any sentence up to the statutory maximum and expressly 
waives the right to ^rpeal defendants sentence on any ground, including the 
ground that the Court erred in determining the applicable guiddfeies range 
pursuant to the United States Sentencing GuideUnes, exc^ (a) the ground 
that the sentence exceeds fee defendant's applicable guidelines range s& 
deteririine^ by the Conrt pmsuaiit to the United States Sentencing Guidelmes; 
(b) the ground that the sentence exceeds the statutory Tnaximum penalty; or (c) 
the ground that the sentence violates die Eighth Amendment to the 
Constitution; provided, however, that if the government exercises its xi^t to 
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appeal the sentence imposed^ as authorized by 18 U.S.C. § 3742(b), then the 
is xeleasedfiom his waiver and znay appeal the sentence as 
authodzed by 18 U^.C. § 3742(a). 

8. Middle Distric t of Florida Agreement 

It is fuxtherundeistDodriiat this agreement is limited to the 
OfiSce of the United States Attorney fbr the Middle District of Florida and 
cannot bind other federal, state, or local prosecuting audunities, aldxou^ this 
nrjit Kfiwg A^dmAikne ii coopeiarion, if any, to the attention of odier 
prosecuting officers or others, if requested. 

9. 

This agreement shall be presented to the Court, in open court or 
in gamera. in whole Or in part, Upon a showing of good cause, and filed in this 
fan ju*^ at the time of defendanfs entry of aplea ofguilty pursuant hereto. 


10. Vblnntarin i^ 

The d<»fi*ndant acknowledges that defendant is e nteri ng into this 
ggnpptnpnr and is pleading guilty fieely and voluntarily without rriiance upon 
any dlscussions between the attorney fot the government and the de fe n d an t 
and defendanf$ attorney and without promise of benefit of any ktnd (other 
than the concessions contained herein), and without tiireats, force, 
mtimidation, or coercion of any kind. The defendant farther acknowledges 
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defendanfs understanding of the nature of die offbose or offenses to vdiidi 
defendant is pleading guilty and the dements thereof, inriiidmg the penalties 
provided by law, and defendant's complete satisfaction with the rq>resentation 
and advice received from, defendants undersigned counsel (if any). The 
defendant also understands diat defendant has the rj^ to plead not guilty or 
to persist in that plea if it has already been made, and that defendant has the 
ii|^ to be tried by a jury with the assistance of counsel, die li^t to oonfitmt 
and cross-examine the witnesses against defendant, the right against 
compulsory sdf-mcrimination, and Ihexigbt to compulsory process for the 
attendance of witnesses to testify in defecdantfs defense; but, by pleading 
guilty, defendant waives or gives up those ri^ts and there will be no trial. 

The defendant farther understands that if defendant pleads guilty, the Court 
nuiy ask defendant questions about the offaise or offenses to whidi defendant 
pleaded, and if defendant answers those questions tinder oath, on the record, 
and in the presence of counsel (if any), defendant's answers may later he used 
against defendant in a prosecution for pequry or false statement The 
defendant also understands that defendant will be adjudicated guilty of the 
offenses to which defendant has pleaded and, if any of sudbi offenses are 
febnies, may diereby be deprived ofceitainri^ts, such as the right to vote, to 
hold public (^QBce, to serve on a jury, or to have possession of firearms. 
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11. Facttial Basis 

Defendant is guilty because defendant is in fact guilty. 

The d fffenda«» certifies that defendant does hereby admit that the fects set 
forth in the atfacbed 'Tactual Basis," which is incorporated herein by 
reference, are true, and were this case to go to trial, the United States would be 
able to prove those specific fects and others beyond a reasonable doubt 

12 . 


and no Other promises, agreements, or representations exist or have been 
made to the or defendants attorney with i^aid to such guilty plea. 
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1^24 


Ca: 




13. CertABcatjon 

The defendant and defendanfs counsel oertij^ that this plea 
agreement has been read in its eodiety by (or has been read to) the defendant 


and that defendaiit fuUy undeistands its tenns. 


DATED this day of May. 2019. 






ROBERT W. KURRLE 
Defendant 



Attorney for Defendant 


MARIA CHAPA LOPEZ 
United States Attorney 



EmbzyJ.I 
Asastant United Stales Attorney 


Ro^ B. Handbeig 
Assistant United States Attorney 
Chief. Orlando Division 


Defendants Tnitikk 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 
ORLANDO DIVISION 


UNTIED STATES OF AMERICA 
V. CASEN0.6:19-cr- 


ROBERT W. KURRLE 

PERSONALIZATION OF ELEMENTS 


First! Did you make the statement, as chained? 

Second: Was the statement &lse7 

Third: Did the f^ty concern a matezial matter? 

Fourth : Did yon act wiUfiiHy, knowing that the 

statement was felse? 

Fifth: Was the false statement was made or used fig a 

matter witibin the jurisdiction of a department 
agency of the United States? 


Defendant's Initials . 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 
ORLANDO DIVISION 

UNTIED STATES OF AMERICA 

V. CASEN0.6:19-cr- 

ROBERTW.KURRLE 

FACTUAL BASIS 

Dr. Robert W. Kuxrle is a tneriicftl doctor who was authorized by the 
Federal Aviation Adiniziistratxoa(^AA^) to perform medical examinations 
on individuals who were sedkiog an Airman Medical Certificate. Begmning on 
an unknown date, but not later foan on or about January 1,2017, and 
oontmuing until on or about February 28,2019, Kuirle failed to adiiiiiiister the 
examinations according to FAA guidelines and issued medical certificates to 
individuals who did not pass material portions of the medical examination. 

As part of this process, Kunle electtonica]]^ transmitted to the FAA materially 
false statements and rqiresentations, and the FAA rdied i^n those false 
statements and representations in assessing whether the subject individuals 
could lawfully operate axicrafi. 

Pursuant to an investigation by the Department of Tian^ztation’s 
Office of IhspectDr General and file Federal Bureau of Investigatioii, 
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imdercover agmts underwent medical examinatioiis administered by Knrde 
on August 28,2018, November 20,2018, and November 27,2018. 

During all duee esramtnarions, Kuixle &iled to peifoxm die following 
examination requirements, among otber things, each ofwhich is material to 
theFAA: 

• KuEde did not measure each applicant’s height. 

• Kurde did not perform an ophthalmoscopic examination, or test ocular 
motility or pi^pDlaiy reflexes. 

• Kurde did iu>t examine the ahdoxnen. 

• Kurde did not examine the extremities or spine. 

• Kurile did riot adc about body iiiarks, scars, or tattoos. 

• Kutde did not perflum a neurologic, lymphatic, or psychiatric 
screening. 

• Kutde did not perform near or intermediate vision or fidd of vision 
testmg. He also did not test both ores together. 

Duiing the August 28,2018, examination, Kuirle fidled to perform the 
foUowing examination requirements, among oflier things, each of ^diich is 
material to the FAA: 

• Kurde transmitted to the FAA an examination that included near and 
intermediate visioii, but did riot perform those tests. 


Defendant’s Tnitials 
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• Kiinle infoimed llie applicant liiat he was at for deep apnea bat 

finled to ask a detailed histoiy ormarkthe conect radial for deep apnea 
xidL 

• The applicant's EKG revealed a ti^ bundle branch blodk (a 
conduction abnormality). According to FAA regulations, a medical 
certificate diould not be issued to any dass if the a^licant has a new 
onset bundle branch block. A certificate can only be issued once all 
structural abnonnalities and coronary artery disease has been ruled out. 
They require a full cardiovasculy evaluation and a maximal exercise 
stress test to the FAA*8 specifications. Kunle asked the aiqdicant if he 
really needed a first-class examination and stated that if die applicant 
took a seoond-dass examination, he would not have to rq)ort the issue 
to the FAA. Kunle nevertheless issued the first-class certificate and did 
not note the li^t bundle branch block. 

During the November 20,2018, examinatmn. Dr. Kunle failed to 
perform the following examination lequiiements, among other things, each of 
which is material to the FAA: 

• The examination encompassed only weighs distant vision, color vision, 
cardiac, and an EKG. Kunle did not conduct any other portion of the 
examination. 
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cumen 
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• The af^licaofs blood pressure was “up’* at 145/88. Kuirie transmitted 
the blood pressure to the FAA as 140/88. 

• Distant viskm testing with both the Keystone tdebinocular device and a 

wall chait demonstrated that die applicant could not read at a 20/20 
vision level in either eye. Kuzde infonned die applicant, you tell me 

you am going to do it, m pot you must wear conecdve lenses on your 
certificate.” However, according to FAA guiddlines,^licants who do 
not meet the visual standards should be referred to a specialist for 
evaluation, and Kunle should not have issued the certificate without 
vetificadon that the airman’s vision had been corrected to 20/20. 

• The EKG showed three pre-ventncular contractions (“FVCs”). The 
FAA directs that a maximal exercise stress test be conducted udien two 
or more PVCs axe on a standard EKG. Issuance of a fixst-dass 
certificate should occur only if there is no evidence of structural, 
fimcdonai, or coronary heart disease, and the FVCs resolve with 
exercise. Kurde told the applicant, “If I do a second dass [certificate], I 
won’t send the EKG in,” which is contrary to the requirement to 
document an findings. Kiirtle nevertheless issued the fiist-dass 
certificate. 
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Dunng ^e November27,2018, escainmadon, Dr. Kunle felled to 
pet fon nliie following examinafion requixemeots, among other things, each of 
vdbich is material to the FAA: 

• The examination enconqiassed weight, distant vision, phorias, color 
vision, ears, mouth, cardiac, pulmonary, and an EKG. It did not 
indiide eyes, near vision, abdomen, extremities, or any other required 
testing. 

• The applicant’s distant vision was a “barely pass” according to Kunle, 
smA ytirrie told hirn that lie needed an eye examination. 

• The FAA directs that applicants must correctly identify all six presented 

nmnherfi ftom Keystone telebinoccular devices to pass color vision. 
Kunle tested the applicant on only three, and the applicant incorrectly 
identified one of the numbers. Kiiide should have either deferred the 
CTarnmarimn or is sv ed it with a “NOT VALID FOR NIGHT FLYING 
OR BY COLOR SIGNAL CONTROL” restriction. Instead, Kunle 
issued a dear certificate. 

From January 1,2017, liuou|^ February 28,2019, Kunle performed 
approximately 3,814 medical exammations, and approximatdy 1,101 of those 
examinations required £KGs« Rutrle charged $120 per examination and $60 
per EKG. Therefore, Kunie’s revenue fiom the period was approximatdy 
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$523,740. ITuxing a sabs6<^puntinteiTiew with agents on or about Februaiy 
28,2019, Koizle admitted that approximately 75% of his examinations were 
not convicted in accordance widi FAA goiddyoies. Therefore, approximately 
$392,805.00 was improperly obtained, and Kurde agrees to civilly forfeit that 

amount 

Additionally, the FAA suffered a peconiaiy loss as a result of foe 
d efendant' s actions. Sp ecifically , foe FAA haa eitpenderi app mvtmataly 
$48,818.45 in connection with retesting airmen who were improf^dy issued 
medical certificates by Knnie. Therefore, in accordance with 18 U.S.C. § 
3663(aX3), Kunrle agrees to pay $48,818.45 in lesfontion to foe FAA. 
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